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played a part in the fall of Qandahar. The reasons for this comparative
failure were, in the first place, that Nadir's heavy artillery was deficient
both in quality and quantity ; the vast distances that he traversed when
campaigning and the lack of roads made the transport of heavy artillery
a most difficult matter. Secondly, the Persian military engineers were
not a highly trained body of men, and were certainly less highly skilled
than those in the Turkish service. In the third place, during a siege
Nadir could rarely utilise his most striking gift as a soldier, namely,
his ability to make effective use of shock tactics and of the element of sur-
prise by means of his cavalry. Another factor that must be taken into
account was the great strength of the fortresses of those days ; the means
of defence were then very strong as compared with the weapons of attack.
Although his heavy siege trains were mediocre, Nadir's medium and
lighter artillery, when compared with the standards of his predecessors and,
indeed, with those of his eastern contemporaries, was really extremely
good. It was due very largely to the assistance and advice of some
French officers in his service that he was able to make the Persian artillery
more formidable than it had ever been before ; in fact, a military authority
has stated that Persia possessed no real artillery before Nadir's time.1
Nadir was much more than a mere commander ; he was a splendid
organiser and trainer, and he was able, by the sheer force of his personality,
to impose his will upon the seemingly unwarlike man-power that he had
at his disposal in his earlier days, and to transform it into excellent fighting
material. Little by little, he instilled new life into the Persian soldiery,
and not only restored the morale which they had lost under a series of
incompetent commanders, but also inspired in them the same high degree
of confidence in his leadership that he himself possessed. By his infusion
of large numbers of Afghans and Ozbegs into his ranks, he raised still
higher the efficiency of his army, and by his rigid enforcement of discipline
and his insistence upon drill, he welded the whole into a most formidable
fighting machine.2 The remarkable extent to which he could control
his heterogeneous forces is graphically illustrated by their instant obedience
when he ordered them to cease from massacring and plundering the people
of Delhi, and, later, when he made his men surrender part of their Indian
spoils.
Nadir's amazing memory was of great value to him as a commander ;
Cockell said that he could8:
1 Colonel G. Drouville's Voyage en Perse (Paris, 1828), Vol. I, p. 142. This statement is rather
too sweeping, for the Sherley brothers had done much to improve the Persian artillery in
the time of Shah 'Abbas the Great.
1 Sir F. Goldsmid's Persia, and its Military Resources, in the Journal of the Royal United Service
Institution, Vol. XXIII, p. 155 (yth March, 1879). See also Drouville, op. ait., Vol. I, p. 85,
and J. B. Fraser's Narrative of a Journey into Khorasan in the years 1821 and 1822, p. 229.
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